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Advances in Physology and Ecology Studies on Stored
Non-Structure Carbohydratesin Plants
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Abstract Non-structura carbohydrates are important substances involved in plant life processes.
Sucrose not only is the main form o translocating carbohydrates, but also can regulate the
metabolism in plant cells at the level o gene expression. Fructan is the main form o carbohydrates
temporarily stored in vegetetive organs, while starch is one o the main substances long-term stored
in plants. To a great extent, the metabolismsd non-structure carbohydrates affect the plant growth,
development, and response to environmental factors. Here we summarize the advances in physiology
and ecology studies on stored non-structure carbohydratesin plants, concentrating upon the physo-
logical processes df sucrose, fructan, and starch and their responding mechanisms to environmental
factors such as temperature and water and human factors.
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T PR B A R IR A AR ) 9 R A R - R R R TR A1 40389 %5 1 4 5 ( Donaghy and Fulk-
erson, 1998; Caims et al ,1999) . FEBERAEYW /N Z ( Triticum aestivum L. ) TEE FFE KB BLR
FREIBRAKA A Pyt 2 LRI O 3, T BRI 69 & S AT TR R B SR A
A EZ W (Kihbauch et l,1989). EMREY FBEMKMEAFYRZ —, B2 FERME
PIRPRL AR F 1) E AR BT AR G5 HPE IR RR /K 1k & Py fE AR 1R 9 AR E R K
T BE b B i 25 AR R ) A= 1 B %P1 8% 1) 08 13 (Koch, 19965 Van den Ende et al , 1999; Loewe et
al ,2000) o A<3CHE B BARLE P 7R 8 K A6 6 0y TR0 | 50 3800 0 s A U i A 2 A S
FOIBERE,

AP EARRKEADEHMTEER, WEBRKLADEL N ERZ —.
LK , BOR AR £ RO UEHE 22 PR , 0K BT DA 7E 26 5 28 34 /K 7 b o 40 M P 4 AR o 7 ot AT 9 4
(Gibson,2000; Koch et ol ,2000), EFEMPE K AT S BTHEEEHC BRI ZHXE
(A% ,1989; Al 954, 1989; Lunn et al, 1999), B Leloir #1 Cardini( 1955) £ /)% it o
KB ER A RS (EC 2.4.1.14,SPS) LK , P 1A & 28 B BER M R A T8 Kt
JBo —MBIA , HE 0 A0 M o TR A B A Y V-4 9 Y B T R B R A U (SPS) L BE
Wi -6-BE BR AR S (EC 3.1.3.00, Suc-6-Pase) . ¥ & AL AF (EC2.4.2.13,SS) . S R4 ¥ (EC3.
2.1.26) BRI #E Al ( Champigny, 1995; Ho,1996), TEAH ¥ 1A P REME (9 & AR 3 224K 58 1E b
AR A PR / T X -6- W% PR TG W9 (SPS/Suc-6-Pase) R 40, i SS F 2 /2 ¥ 5 A = FFRL B9 RERE
Wi e A PR — B MR 25 8 (UDPG) 25 & T M S KL B 4 o

ok, R FHRPALA TR B 828 EW, 7633 (Spinacia oleracea L.)
MK ZE ( Hordeum vulgare L.) I, M Fr 0663 3 0942 55 AT LU & SFS B OLIUIE (Light-activa-
tion ) T {12 i/t T4 11 A5 Al (Neuhaus et al , 1990) . 1 K 52 ( Glycine max L. )" H i 8% A 6%
% 5 A4k P % SR 19 ) 18 45 (feedback regulation) (Rufty et ol ,1983), B # BF 55 B9 A b7 I
A RTFRERACH Y HAT 2 A BB 4 /K7, X EE=E 38 T REMBERR & sUAS Xt 6 A 7 1Y
EBARENILRIRBIR . FHRANRIAET S Y b, R BERR & AU IR 6 i 82 TR
&A% 3% 2 % 71 (Pollock and Houdey, 1985; Stitt et al ,1988; Huber et ol ,1989) ; J5 3
BFoE & BLE 73 BERE B AR S AR A S M R Y BB B E A MM, T ER
MEORALEBERIE R, R I1E0REEBERR G HUSG 72 OB 4R F B 25 5 00 9% MR 1k 17 1 3
16, A F 15 16 745 B BE Bl 9% BR A R A 2 X 75 BB 45 4 7 1 45 1% (Huber and Huber, 1996;
Echeveriaet al,1997), H AT, “B§ 3 B 9% BR 4k 4 5 B8 75 o4 76 75 52 3L J #8 (Douglas et al,
1997) B ER 4 W =X U ER BR MR AL 6 (Duff et ol ,1996) 45 6 1A /S /85 THESE, X TREM
A O Ho At A 25 B T 4038 BE (Monroy et al, 1998) , 7K 43 (Foyer et al, 1998) | + 8 £5 i i
(Garcia et al,1997) #9Wa R ALK TRA Frofo . B2 5 xd 6 B 7 i w7 AR B3, 1k 5 T A9 T
2 iET T2

SRERE R 45 4 16 41 41 (Hendry and Wallace, 1993 ) 1 i # # % f1 8 4 %5 35 41 41



(Pollock and Cairns, 1991)BR7K 46 A 4 9 = B - 0E =X, 3 T 4000 H1 J5 Ao B AE K R &
JEHERERKURSYFRROERYAAEEEH. REMNEREREMREER3
AEERREE . — R REWE - T SR 2L 5% 72 B8 (Sucrose : Sucrose fiuctosyl transferase, EC 2.4. 1.
99, SST); — & FbE . 5 B0 0 2L 7 B 8 (Fructan: Fructan fructosyl transferase, EC 2.4.1.
100, FFT) ; = J& 5 B 4% 4} 7K f# B ( Fructan exo-hydrolase, EC 3.2.1.26, FEH) (Archbold, 1940;
Camns et al ,1999; Liischer et al ,2000; Vergauwen et al ,2000) .

SR [543 47 A0 R 37 B X SR R A IR A X R A, RESR =W R B A A5
— A= B4 (Caims et al 1988, Housley e al,1989) , iX 7¢I I 4b B8 4 H &% b 69 JE B A& 0 A
7R3 3] T I SE (Chatterton e al ,1988) . 4 4H 41 5 ME 19 & AL A 474 Edelman il
Jefford(1966) 42 H 9 “ Precursor-Product” 5% % , B 52 B0 2 76 REWE AU 2L 5l b, BNk 8 L 1o
REMRBHEREL M, b TEBRERMATX B AN AR, TULESREENS
AR, TR A O 2R B A IR A b [E] A B 218 B — 45 B9 9IE 35 (Wagner and Wiemken,
1987). ST UABENE % — 24k, FEAELRBHS RS L0, & MESE(DP) K 3
B SR BB, FFT B AR AL ek A0 RN . FEH U %28 55 50 B0l A9 20 , DS Bl i R
BB R I, — KRR — A SRR, IR T — W7o

KT R SR AR A A B A S 2RO, A HE A A X 2 I R b 5 B B 9T
i) Pollock 1 Caims % TAE, i1 B 20 148 80 4F4X LAk Xf & % ¥ ( Lolium perenue L. )
ERAMARLSHABERENXRM T HEMMITR . oM, i+ # Wanger % (1983;1987)#
KZF L LA Van den Ende % (1999) 7E 35 T ( Cichorium ingybus L. ) L ¥ T K BHF5E
MM AN TETEEPENTIANATE: D ERBEREEERBENFT AL, HE
HIZE R, — FBCAE TF 632 0 BB T o B R SR SR 5 76 FF 76 J5 FF R0 3% 3 72 v SR 3 0 8 7 K
i, B AR PR R B RRW ER S E AR AZ TR E KRR RN, W
X TR AN ZF A W T AR T 2R 4F ) 43 BE (Borrell et al,1989; Kuhbauch et al, 1989). 44
R REENOR R EEREKEMELHET, MR B MER S FESREREAEK
T 194 46T ) TR (1 Rk A A — B (Pollock and Jones, 1979; McGrath, 1988), R A,
REMRBOFENIEAMERD, £XEH,RETHRRENLFTHER R REHE (Pol-
lock and Caims, 1991) . 2) M SRR RET . K EEY RO S i SR B0 & 21K
F2E4F #0145 (Pollock and Jones, 1979) , fEL & B 75 M 1 S BB AR U 9 B L AE T LA F B AN
i, QFIHE IR 2 F 4 BEE FH R BEBH ROR 5 ; QWM BE M B &t 55X
AT AR BR, i X 50 0] LAKL S Archbold 2542 HH IBUL, RISR BB LR
TERR TR A (B AN FE¥8 0™ 0 % PR {88 ) A 30 ol 700 46 ) sl 438 1o 584 (43 fam 384 o -
R O6A B E] L CO, MR BESE ) B 215 BR i . Houdey %5 (1985) B S8 R M, FE AT 2 14 F
X R AR R ROE, AT BOK S S BRAERTEM 72 h AR, BB
RN JLT-HB R R, — B RS IR T R R 0 F R R BESRR,
REFMYAL PR SR AT A TER 60% = 70%), M EHAH 60% MK &
YRR, MRS RABSILIH G TRE, A FIESCT Archbold 438 i i
Bk 3 EAL R NRM: HEMBYHBEENFEEAEEBOR KLY EE
(Smith,1973) o 24 34 Y 5 B R SR SROBE I, IE 78 A= 4 A - ) R 35 5 T DA B SR 0 v ok
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i) 2R % (Housley and Volence, 1988 ; Spollen and Nelson, 1988) . Schnyder F1 Nelson(1989) ff
FER I R IRE R BE 52 25 () B BE AR A, T EL X AR BE A M Aa €. i THROEMB Y
W DA 1Y 1] 4 AR 2H G AR K HE R, 40 40 i B A e K DX 8 5 5K ) TR) Bl ) 3 o 24
h B AR A T, R Y R SROME A6 B ) BE A BT 4 1 4 B o, 3R P 451 40 A SR SR PR VR
Ab T B 2R R, X 5 T A9 B © 280 A T 5t 72 39 K /N (Pollock and Cairns,
1991) FARKKRBEERBERAN 6 mg-g 'FW-h~ !, 5BFHM AT A RBH K
YA R F (5 mge g™ 'FW-h') + 4343 (Housley and Pollock, 1985), Pollock % (1986) i) #F
FEIN AT BB AT LA 155 B ) B2 0 220 A 40 e =2 [ JREH 10 ok BB 6 ) e e £ PRI
H TR AR AL S P I 3605 | A 4 15 0 4 ) S ) 5 5 2 (o] L AE. Cy AL bt B i PR AR 7, (R
IR, 7E £ K (Zea mays L. ) F 8 5 ( Sorghum vulgare Pers. ) 143 A5 4 ZAAR A% K
AEREBEWRAFAE, W RAEMEHSPREERZRNEENABZE L ELSEREMW

5 —RIR, RBERRUGEETRARE G WP BHRARRFE N G HYEH
TR R E W (Pollock and Caimns, 1991), Chatterton 55 (1989) 7€ W MR 5 R I &£ 14 F,
Xt 185 FhAE R R AR R AT T VRAIRF S, RBL C; A P A2 IR T X FU 44 KBk A9 s 15 55
J&( Danthonia Lam. et DC). £t 3 J& (Stipa L.). 7% 1= % J& ( Oryzopsis Michx.) 1 25 J&
(Iiiragmites Trin. ) M) B A ALY L R R R D o Smouter 1 Simpson (1989) Y BF 57 s 7% B
REHE B TER Fh BRI K EFFEARMYE, ERES N 1L, AR Fh A Z 7R B
FEACH I LB S A0 A R W A R i TR BE MR RN ER, BKLEPR
i b R AT B A LE X B A A [8] e 7 AL o

3 EMHRE

Ve RAEY) ERMERIAAYR, R BN T ER . EHENPIRRE 2
PR AR 42 3 o ) A8 o A8 4 1R PR 4 7 B A 7 T 0 Tk SRR B B b R AT AT
(Miiller and Kossmann, 1994) . X —i75 A B HI 515 2T 8 B br e 0L F 38 & R AL
AN SR 1) R M B L R 1) S I b (Preiss and Sivak, 1996) , AT B T AR 3 43 4 14
FAR, BHRATR FREm iR L EEPER N T H, —RERMNEBER, 7£HY
T A 114 5 IR 2 3 B R M A, (EL IR P A S Ak o R AT o R MR - S U ERUAR TR
R BT R ARG E . ATHE RIS E (R 2L FR) P, 5 H 2T
HEHE A H . MR ARTER & REREA -8, KRR ZAETF 4
b & BTE A BT 7 B 1) 6-BE R SRE (F6P) . 6-B% R Al 45 1 (GOP) | 1-B% R # 45 B (G1P) K IR
TG 1 WS BORL 45 F8 A4 B BR P B (TP) B i — 2B B4k, THT 38 80 4 v ) R Bl R W R U
T REBE B9 R o Keeling 55 (1988 ) | I A% 1 36 U B 335 4300 /)N 22 K7 L o3 1k 1 € A L A T
TPRAIITSE . v RENE & AU (SS) 3 22 A 1k REWE A 20 % , PR T Bl BR A0 25 W £E B R 1L B
(uridine diphosphate glucose pyrophospheralase, UDPGPPase) = B ML TE i G1P, 1 i # —- B iR
1 %5 % £ W B2 /L. B (adenosine diphosphate glucose pyrophospheralase, ADPGPPase) 3 B4 fk. I
Ho-E I 4 2 0 1) (1L 1 BR T R PR W 45 W (ADPG) OB o P 5 1 B A9 & SR G (SSS) Ak
— 7 TRENEE R R T (Glew,) bo WM& BURE 43 7T V5 ¥ 3& # & BB (Soluble
starch synthase , SSS) Fl & ¥y BL45 & 25 V€ 43 & B8 (granule-bound starch synthase, GBSS) , Rl #



FEAEA A R BT, 5 A U AR L A R 58 UE B (Denyer et al, 1995; Schaffer and
Petreikov,1997) ., 1 B GBSS T 78 S WHRLIE i — 5& 9§ 1R 45 # LA S A fiE & A% 1k AE 1 (Evers
e Wimelleoy ;80T o UkAG | RO oA e AU VR A A B ALY S A 4y SRR WM A R
HAFE R E T a-1,6 BEHER , I TR AR 43 32 () 5% ( Preiss, 1988; Weegels e al, 19%) , it
SEERIME MR MR K8 E VI TF — A8, e A A R “EM5 " (Bal @
al, 1996),

KT VE 8 A BIF 5T 19 53 — A~ #A R X 0 b A AR A9 5% B 1 A9 4851 (Martin and Smith,
1995; Schaffer and Petreikov, 1997) , & 4% H WY B 5T 45 A%, IR 17 — 0% AR 0 45 0% £ s MR 1L B
E KA R 43 S AR 4 1 T S AR 9 = K B ( Schaffer and Petreikov,1997) . R —
BERR A A BE AR BRI BV Z Y i R B A R B Y AP A
VEAT, 4% 3-BE R H AR OIS T S AL BERR Frim i . 3-BEER H M AR 5 K LB AR A% ELfH AT LU
S 0 L3 E ( Preiss, 1988 ; Martin and Smith, 1995) . WK 2% B =, B3 7 — 0% AR 7 %0 0 A2 B @R
L8 32 3-BE R H i AR AN JC VL B% BR (Y A 5 1 R A i /N T+ A (Weber et of, 1995). E#EfL
i) ADPG H)& B BB A N ZIEM A& A BN, HiERFEERA=
AT < 1) FEAE A AT 5T, B 0% 1R T 2 A 0 R ok % ) 28 2B R Y 4 i ] S A
(Smith et al, 1989), 2)%: 3 E Y AT, 76 D5 ( Solanum tuberosum L. ) P AIREF =
% A2 ) 20 % 0 R L I 1 S OB B, O M L 2 2 g R, T 7 R B IS ( Muller-
Rober e al, 1994), 3)3& PN & & ik #9800 , 76 M 5 ( Nicotiana tabacum L.) . S8 %  F il
( Lycopersicon esculentum Mill. ) ¥ , X TG HL 8% R 30 il 4 1 A SO ) AR #F 08 0 R — B MR A
N A R R AL B A9 IR 20K, RE G ST M B R AN (Stark et al, 1992) WT ¥ TE B & AL AG
(SSS)ZEF R AR EEM A M m Al fELL IR — BRI A R EEE, BX
AN SSS fik 5 ) B FK A 3 ( Chlamydomonas reinhardii ) 5% 7% 1K 3€ ¥ & 1% 5. 3 P 1K (Fontaine,
1993) , i H 12 B 9 75 4 0F I8 BE 4% Ky SRR, 77 7 “Knockdown” B % (Keeling et al, 1993), Bl
B #E AT 25 °C, B0 B E FEAR. T 5 08 & A 56 09 H B B9 X “Knockdown” B
(Jenner e al, 1993), FEMYRLL A AN & UG (GBSS) /& 4 il FL&E Ve M & AL A 6 A 19
WTRBERNDIFR . DSEERZE anf 2> GBSS 1 1, {UE 34 U # (Hovenkamp-her-
melink et al, 1987) , 3% F1 58 2% {56 A BF A= ) amf 2P, UK T EL4E 38 A9 A R (Van Der
Leij e al, 1987), 433 B0 1F F 35 B2 2 e s S 0 ) 19 43 S 4544 (Smith & af, 1995) ,
VIE 4 3 B2 3k 98 T X 43 S R T2 4K B9 W 9% (Takeda et ol , 1993), Z5 AT A T ¥EM AR 4
FEAERAMR, FEEDPENE EXK BRESEREY L, X TFHEHY R
T R

Bk EPRE R B A MR ERZ —, 5 &% (1989) il F Kk €5 (1989)
15 PN %2 oy SR R B R R OK AL B ) & B 04 2 1k B AR AR R R RS A 43 A B AR i
17T BB IE . T E AhaF 3 07 T A TAE EEE PR S Y& BB XHEE
F17K 43 1 0 137 L7 L (Jeong and Housley, 1990; Loewe: et al, 2000) o B/K A9 & B AR fb %t
R AR, BA Gaudet 2 Y BFFT I LA KA. ] 8 20 4l 80 4F AUk I & % i & KL



TR 0 FE 7 A 25 7R 46 19 25 TV AR 7 98 1 35 LWL ) 2R AT B 9T, A AT R Bk ik
KAV RKERREL/NDESREDHEZFEARERER™ROTERERRHE, XFHK
&Y & 8 XK 4) 5 1 B I8 F 8 £ BF 58 (Volaire and Gondoin, 1996 ; Schellenbaum et al,
1999) . 7K 38 A SR W itk 7K A6 A 9 449 43 B 1T EL S w766 0 2 9 K /s (Quick et o, 1992;
Gadia et al,1997) , RE T Rl TR XL & B TR, ErEEs KIS we & &%,
IXRE AT LAHR R 40 M i 18 3 35, 55 b A X O Y 2 TRE O B R 5 R T 10 B R AN RE R A Y
191 (Quick et al, 1992) ;{ELJ2 , 3% T.( Phaseolus vulgaris L. )1 B A 7K 4> W38 T 745 B AR
A BRI T R PR, (7] A DAY A 6 B8 3o 38 o 0K BE K A o JBE S 4R 5 IR MR A Y BE (Vaassey
and Sharkey,1989) . AJ L , /S ) A5 9 Bk 7K Ak & 40 & 48t 2 A % 7K 43 b 36 #F) v B2 AL ] R A )
o BLZAFAIE A RAL YK A & B AR xR IR | T 5 55 000 B8 4% 4R 3 R B M AR B AT 0
HHK S SBRORERS, A UETAIBEERKEAYS SARMEBRYIERE, EEE
¥ J R W] BB AE 4 22 AT 0 PEBR K b & 0 2 AR 0 35 I 3R BE 49 15 5 9 & (Sheen et al, 1999;
Gibson,2000) . “¥{5 5" BB H AT 7E E b5 L B B 2 F ) — vk, EAIER
R RIS DR AR R RS ENREEY ARG EYR
(Koch, 1996 ; Gibson, 2000)

ETF AN EBXHEW KA DA SRR, BT B BF 5T 2 46 Hh 76 0 B0 BE 5
WA EROXEL, FTE 20 1A 50 ~ 60 AR, ANTEEE B BHCE X # 5 1 H 4
fiE 77 55 4 b B 2E A3 R AR R B8R K Tk & 97K F- 85 U1 1 5E (Davies, 1965) o {ER , X BOH Bk
KA S RZELSNBGREMRXRHIEAPIRE R B 20 42 90 48 R FF 4 #9 (Housley
et al ,1991 ; Fulkerson and Slack, 1994 ) , it & ¥ /il 3 £ # 44 (Donaghy and Fulkerson, 1998) ., 1
A KA P RMERE R R REAERARE AR AR NSRS
MR BE B9 5% 2R B ¥ 38 (Bousley et al,1991; Doneghy and Fulkerson, 1998; Vanderklein
ad Reich,1999) . Fulkerson 1 Slack(1994) R #E K B MR KL S VAR R HEMM A
ARG BN R T WK F I 2 4F 4= 18 2 BN 8 1T 25 48 b5 A0 A 3R 38
BRo FI7K TCAE (1994) %% 3R [ P 3 vy Sl 28U 55 SRR K Ak B 40 5 3828 1 3o X 1) 14 v oz 8 £
T, HRIX S TAEZ RN EFRY I A BE X & R ARG i Kb & P 2T BF 9T A9, A
1559 7 £A BE 2E 47 0 THD AOF 9 0 R DL 30

G LR, BT ARAE P ARG I R K AL A Y AR B AT T R IR, %N .
REE ERSERACEYRBOELARREEA TWHN TR A5 FA&RBHTE
H XS C G T AT B AR B OC T AR 45 M PR B K4k & 4 AR 88 0 3R 88 B 7 A
ANERM RN HLE AT 2ERE, DFERXTBESEHVERATIRPHER
BRHBZHEN, (AREFMIESHEBRKLEYERGESYRELESRLE P OERE
A TH—-BH,
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